SERVED: February 13, 2002
NTSB Order No. EA-4950

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
NATI ONAL TRANSPORTATI ON SAFETY BOARD
WASHI NGTQON, D. C.

| ssued under del egated authority (49 C. F. R 800. 24)
on the 13th day of February, 2002

JANE F. GARVEY,
Adm ni strator,
Federal Avi ati on Adm ni stration,

Conpl ai nant ,

Docket SE-16019
V.

RI CHARD M LOGAN

Respondent .
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ORDER DENYI NG STAY

Respondent has requested a stay of NISB Order EA-4935,
served January 18, 2002, pending disposition of a petition for
review of that order to be filed in the U S. Court of Appeals.EI
The Adm ni strator opposes the request. The request will be
deni ed.

The Board ordinarily grants stays in aviation enforcenent
cases in which a suspension of 180 days or |ess has been
affirmed. That policy reflects a judgnent that aviation safety
will not be unduly jeopardi zed by the tenporary postponenent of
sanction in | ess serious cases while a court reviews the validity
of the Board' s deci sion.

I'n EA-4935, the Board affirned a 30-day suspension of
respondent’s pilot and flight instructor certificates for his
refusal to permt the Adm nistrator’s investigators to inspect
certain records related to his exercise of those certificates
followng his involvenent in a flight check that ended with a
gear-up landing. The suspension wll continue in effect
indefinitely if respondent does not produce the requested records
for inspection before or during the 30-day term
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Al t hough this case resulted in a suspension that may run no
nore than 30 days, it involves nore than a violation based on an
airman’s past conduct. It involves the Adm nistrator’s clear
and, to date, defied authority to inspect certain records
pursuant to a request that has not been shown to be unreasonabl e.
A stay in such circunstances would thus not sinply delay service
of a suspension which in all likelihood will be upheld, given
respondent’s failure to establish any neritorious justification
for not permtting the inspection, it would allow himto continue
to thwart the Adm nistrator’s necessary and appropriate efforts
to satisfy herself that respondent’s qualifications and
conpetence were not negatively inplicated By t he | andi ng i nci dent
whi ch gave rise to the inspection request. A stay would not, in
ot her words, be consistent with the public interest in air
safety.

ACCCORDI N&Y, |IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Respondent’s request for stay is denied.

Ronal d S. Batt occhi
General Counse

’Respondent di d not seek reconsideration of NTSB Order EA-
4935.



